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by Debbie Raicek 

Quid Novi ; What is the 
purpose of the Deschenes 
Commission of Inquiry on 
War Crimes? 

Prof. Cotier : The pres- 
ence of Nazi War Criminals 
in our society is, in the 
words of Prime Minister 
Mulroney, "a moral out- 
rage." Indeed, it is this 
sense of moral outrage, of 
affront to conscience, 
which led to the creation 
of the Deschenes Commis- 
sion, whose mandate is to 
take all necessary steps to 
bring suspected Nazi War 
Criminals in Canada to 
justice. Admittedly, it is 
late in coming, but it is 
still possible to help 
"right a historical wrong" 
and redress a "historical 
injustice. " 

d Novi : Why now? Why 
are we starting a process 
forty years after the Holo- 
caust, particularly when 
some of these alleged war 
criminals have been living 
quietly these past 40 
years? Why take revenge 
now? 

Prof. Co tier: The issue, 
simply put, is not revenge, 
but justice; moreover, we 
are bringing people to jus- 
tice not for what they did 
or did not do these past 40 



years, but for atrocities 
committed in the Holocaust. 
The question, however, is 
one that many Canadians may 
be asking, and deserves a 
more detailed — albeit 
summary — statement of 
reasons as follows - 

Fidelity to the Rule of 
Law 

The most compelling con- 
sideration is fidelity to 
the principle of the rule 
of law; simply put, that 
murder shall not go unpun- 
ished — that, in particu- 
lar, the murder of inno- 
cents shall not go unpun- 
ished. In a sense, the 
"word "war criminal" is 
somewhat misleading; for we 
are not talking in the main 
about the killing of com- 
batants in the prosecution 
of a war, but about the 
murder of innocents in the 
persecution of a race. 

Respect for Canadian 
Citizenship . 

The second consideration 
is taking Canadian citizen- 
ship seriously. Those who 
misrepresented themselves 
and acquired Canadian citi- 
zenship or landed entry or 
refugee status under false 
pretenses, should not real- 
ly be permitted to enjoy 
that citizenship when, in 
fact, had we known of their 
criminality, they would not 
even have been admitted to 



this country, let alone 
been granted citizenship. 

Fidelity to Our Inter- 
national Obligations 

The third consideration 
is fidelity to our interna- 
tional obligations. Ever 
since World War II ended, 
both in the United Nations 
General Assembly and as a 
signatory to international 
treaties, we have underta- 
ken to investigate, appre- 
hend, arrest, and bring to 
justice suspected Nazi war 
criminals in this country. 
If we do not do this we are 
in breach of our interna- 
tional responsibilities, 
treaty and otherwise. 

Fidelity to Holocaust 
Remembrance 

The final point, and it 
is not an unimportant one, 
is fidelity to holocaust 
remembrance: to those vic- 

tims who died, to those 
Canadians who fought the 
Nazis and on whose behalf 
we speak. At a time when 
neo-Naziism is rearing its 
ugly head again, at a time 
when there are those who 
are saying the Holocaust 
never occurred, not to 
bring suspected Nazi war 
criminals to justice will 
have the effect of vindi- 
cating the old Nazis and 
encouraging the new ones. 

Cont'd on p. 3 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS 



Equality Conference 

On November 13, 1985 at 
7 p.m., Community Affairs 
and the Law, in cooperation 
with the Center for Re- 
search-Action on Race Rela- 
tions, presents a panel 
discussion on the Social 
and Economic Issues of s,15 
of the Canadian Charter of 
Rights and Freedoms. The 
panelists will discuss how 
the right to equality will 
affect the day-to-day lives 
of the communities it seeks 
to protect. Speakers will 
be : 

Shelagh Day , President, 
Legal Action and Education 
Fund for Women, 

Anne Adams , Coordinator, 
Employment and Immigration 
Canada, Affirmative Action 
Division 

Pierre Gauthier , Coun- 
sel, Labour Relations Offi- 
cer, Conseil du Patronat du 
Quebec, 

Guy Adam , Canadian La- 
bour Congress, 

Myrtle Bush , Chief, Mo- 
hawk Council of Kahnawake, 

John Kurien , Past Na- 
tional President, National 
Association of Canadians of 
Origins of India. 

The panel discussion 
will take place in the 
Moot Court. A question 
period will follow the pre- 
sentations by the speak- 
ers. 



A l'Aide 

L'equipe de hockey "B" 
de la faculte a besoin de 
support moral pour at- 
teindre son objectif de la 
saison: gagner une partie. 
Si vous vous ennuyez les 
dimanches soirs et <jue vous 
n'en pouvez plus d'etudier, 
rendez-vous au McConnell 
Winter Stadium pour encour- 
ager la noble equipe. Pro- 
chain match le 1 7 novembre 
a 19:15. 



Party — Classe de 
Premiere Annee 

Comme dirait coco le 
party donne par la classe 
de prem mercredi dernier 
etait tres chouette. 
Presque toutes les person- 
nalites "in" de la fac 
etaient presentes. Il y 
avait beaucoup de monde 
meme s'il s'agissait d'un 
mercredi soir et on a eu du 
bon temps. Un ros merci a 
Maria Battaglia, presidente 
BCL I pour son travail et 
au doyen Macdonald pour 
avoir offert si genereuse- 
ment un verre a la classe 
de prem. 



To All Students 

As you may be aware, it 
is the policy of this 
year's LSA Council that it 
is inappropriate for stu- 
dent organizations to hold 
student funds in "trust 
funds". In keeping with 
this viewpoint, it is our 
stated objective to reduce 
the capital fund presently 
held to our account. 
Therefore, we request that 
all students consider 
seriously how this $13,000 
can best be spent. Propo- 
sals can be submitted to 
the suggestion box in the 
LSA office. 

Thank you very much, 

LSA 



Attention Women! 

The basketball and hock- 
ey teams are still looking 
for members. Please con- 
tact Jane Graham (hockey) 
or Sheila Walsh (basket- 
ball) through SAO. 



Examination Schedule and 
Second Term Timetable 

Fall Exam Schedules and 
Winter Term Timetables are 
available to students and 
can be picked up at the 
Student Affairs Office. 



PLACEMENT 

CENTRE 

Students interested in 
competing for a summer ar- 
ticling position in an 
Australian Law firm should 
submit their c.v. 's to Mr. 
Andre Lemieux, c/o the Ad- 
missions Office, prior to 
November 15, 1985. 

Correction : In the 

Placement Centre colum of 
16 October, Vol. VI, No. 7, 
it was mistakenly reported 
that Ogilvy, Renault, Ot- 
tawa was interested in hir- 
ing stagiaires. This item 
should have read Ogilvy, 
Renault, Montreal and this 
is posted in the Centre 
(Posting #11) as such. 



Guest Lecturer 
Mr. John Olah of the 
Law Society of Ontario 

Topic: Cross-Examination 

Thursday, November 14 
6:45 - 8:00 p.m. 

Room 1 0 1 

Mr. Olah is a very high- 
ly respected member of the 
Toronto Bar and has a spec- 
ial interest in criminal 
defense work. 

All students are invited 
to attend. 



FIRST YEAR PARTY 

On behalf of the 1st 
year class, I would like to 
thank Dean Macdonald for 
his generosity in paying 
for everyone's first 
drink. 

Thanks also to those who 
attended and participated 
in making the party a great 
success. 

Maria R. Battaglia 
BCL i President 
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Cotier 

Cont'd from p. 1 

Quid Novi ; What about 
legal retroactivity? From 
where does Parliament draw 
its jurisdiction? 

Prof. Co tier : The "retro- 

activity" argument is as 
much a misnomer as it is 
misleading. For there is 
nothing "retroactive" about 
war crimes or crimes 
against humanity, and their 
prosecutions are invoca- 
tions rather than breaches 
of international criminal 
law. 

First, war crimes, or 
the crimes of which these 
suspected Nazi war crimi- 
nals stand accused, were 
always criminal under in- 
ternational law and the Law 
of Nations. That is to 
say, these crimes were 
criminal under internation- 
al law and indeed were 
codified in the Hague Con- 
vention of 1899 and 1907 
respecting the laws and 
customs of war and provid- 
ing thereby protection for 
civilians and prisoners of 
war. Accordingly, there 
was then, and now exists, a 
series of solemn, binding 
international treaties, and 
those solemn, binding in- 
ternational treaties were 
those that always made 
criminal the acts of which 
suspected Nazi war crimi- : 
nals stand accused. 

Second, war crimes were : 
always criminal according ^ 
to the conduct of the Lawc 
of Nations. In a word, 
murder was always criminal. * 
It was not an act that sud-* 
denly became an offence * 
after the Second World* 
War. 

< 

Third, the international* 
military tribunals of Nur-* 
emberg codified these prin-< 
ciples. More particularly, 
the Charter of the Interna-* 
tional Military Tribunal* 
expressly provided that* 
tribunals would have * 
jurisdiction over 



crimes, crimes against hu- 
manity and crimes against 
peace. When the Nuremberg 
defendants sought to argue 
that the acts of which they 
were accused were not ille- 
gal under the 1907 Hague 
Convention, or were not 
illegal according to the 
Law of Nations, those alle- 
gations were summarily re- 
jected at the time. 

Fourth, the War Crimes 
Act and the Geneva Conven- 
tions Act , passed pursuant 
to international law at the 
time, were in fact a codi- 
fication of existing law, 
rather than the creation of 
new law. They provided a 
forum for the prosecution 
of offenses already exist- 
ing, rather than legisla- 
tion for the creation of 
new offenses. 

A succinct summation of 
the above as applicable to 
the Canadian situation was 
given by Judge Michael Mu- 
smanno in the Einzatsgrup- 
pen case: 

"No one can claim with 
the slightest pretense of 
reasoning that there is any 
taint of ex post factoism 
in the law of murder." 

That is to say, murder 
was always murder — now 
and forever. Indeed, one 
goes back even to Grotius, 
the father of international 
law, and one can find this 
statement there. 

Fifth, Canadian law in 
general and, in particular, 
the Canadian Charter of 
Rights and Freedoms , rep- 
resents what might be cal- 
led a domestic constitu- 
tional codification of this 
principle. Indeed, para- 
graph 11(g) of the Canadian 
Charter of Rights and Free- 
doms may be said not only 
to authorize prosecution, 
but if one were to look at 
the "travaux prepara- 
toires," it indeed antici- 
pated prosecution, and it 
was, therefore, included 
for that purpose. 



Finally, Canadian law in 
general and its statute law 
in particular, and express- 
ly the Canadian Charter of 
Rights and Freedoms , must 
be interpreted in such a 
way as not to violate in- 
ternational law. There is 
a presumption that Parlia- 
ment does not intend to 
violate international law 
in the enactment of these 
statutes. 

One would also say that 
even in the absence of 
these express statutes — 
the Canadian Geneva Conven- 
tions Act and the Canadian 
War Crimes Act — Parlia- 
ment would have jurisdic- 
tion to prosecute under 
what might be called inter- 
national criminal or common 
law, under the universality 
principle of jurisdiction. 
In a word, war criminals, 
as all the case law has 
shown, are hostes humani 
generis , the enemies of 
mankind. Just as no ex- 
press law is needed for the 
prosecution of pirates, no 
express law is needed for 
the prosecution of war 
criminals. 

Quid Novi : Some say this 

is primarily a Jewish is- 
sue. How is this the con- 
cern of the Canadian 
people? 

Prof. Co tier ; This is not 
a Jewish Issue, or an 
ethnic issue, but as both 
the Prime Minister and 
Opposition have put it, an 
issue of human rights — 
indeed, one of the most 
profound issues of human 
rights in our time. If we 
convert this into an 
"ethnic" quarrel or worse, 
a Jewish v. Ukrainian 
configuration, we not only 
trivialize but distort the 
issue. 

Admittedly, the Jews as 
victims — and Jews were 
not the only victims — 
have a moral stake in the 
outcome — but as part of a 



war 
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LIBERTE D’EXPRESSION 



Le 31 octobre dernier, 
le professeur Irwin Cotier 
de la faculte de droit don- 
nait une conference inti- 
tulee: "Extremism — Free- 
dom of Speech or Freedom 
From Speech" . Comme on le 
sait il s'agit la d'une 
question qui, depuis l'ave- 
nement de la Charte cana- 
dienne des droits et liber- 
tes, a refait surface d'une 
fagon un peu spectaculaire 
suite aux affaires Zundel 
et Keegstra. 



Le prof. Cotier a four- 
ni une reponse a cette 
question. A ceux qui 

veulent se prevaloir de 
l'art.2 de la Charte pour 
precher une liberte d' ex- 
pression absolue, il re- 
plique: on ne peut pas ne 

pas admettre que 1' expres- 
sion d'opinions racistes et 
malicieuses pose une menace 



pour 1' existence meme d'une 
societe libre et democra- 
tique. Ainsi, l'art.1 de 
la Charte nous permet-il de 
restreindre sinon d 'inter- 
dire ce genre d 'expres- 
sion. 



Evidemment, cela souleve 
certaines difficultes dont 
la plus importante sans 
doute est de discerner la 
propagande pernicieuse de 
celle qui ne l'est pas. 
C'est dans ce but que le 
Prof. Cotier a propose une 
dizaine de cri teres d' iden- 
tification. On doit deter- 
miner, entre autres choses, 
si les opinions exprimees 
visent certains individus 
ou groupes particuliers , en 
font des victimes (de 
prejuges), menacent leur 
integrite; et encore si 
elles promouvoient la 
haine, minent les principes 



d'egalite etablis par la 
Charte, sont contraires aux 
principes des lois adoptees 
en vertu d'un engagement 
canadien a des ententes 
internationales portant sur 
les droits de l'homme. 

Qui plus est le prof. 
Cotier a souligne que les 
recents developpements 

ouest-europeens en matiere 
de droits de la personne 
meritent une attention 
serieuse. Il a conclu en 
proposant un elargissement 
de la juridiction de la 
Commission des Droits de la 
personne, qui lui permetir- 
ait d 'entendre la majorite 
des causes reliees a la 
liberte d 'expression, et 
qui allegerait la charge 
des tribunaux en matiere de 
droit criminel. 

N* Perrault 
BCL I 



Cotier 

Cont'd fro» p. 3 

shared commitment with 
other Canadians to help 
bring Nazi war criminals to 
justice. Nor is the na- 
tionality of Nazi war crim- 
inals at issue. Our credo 

must be — no collective 
indictments of any kind. 
We seek justice, not la- 
bels; criminals — not com- 
munities; individuals — 
not nationalities. The 

legacy of Nuremberg — of 
"Never Again" — is both an 
exhortation to justice and 
a warning against injus- 
tice. 

Quid Novi : Why is the 

Deschenes Commission con- 
cerned only with Nazi war 
criminals? What about 

other war criminals? 

Prof . Co tier : The short 

and factual answer is that 



this is the mandate of the 
Deschenes Commission, but 
some will say that this 
begs the question — why 
"single out" Nazi war 
criminals? Why not bring 
all war criminals to 
justice? We should bring 
all war criminals to 
justice — that, indeed, is 
the universal message and 
ultimate legacy of Nurem- 
berg. It would however be 
wrong to argue that if we 
do not bring all war crim- 
inals to justice, we should 
therefore not be engaged in 
bringing Nazi war criminals 
to justice; rather, it 
should be the other way 
around — if we don't bring 
Nazi war criminals to 
justice we will have no 
moral or legal standing to 
bring any other war 
criminals to justice now, 
or in the future. in a 
word, we will have created 
a Statute of Immunity for 



war criminals generally. 

Finally, both Nuremberg 
and the bringing of suspec- 
ted Nazi war criminals to 
justice in legal proceed- 
ings in other jurisdictions 
i.e.. West Germany, Nether- 
lands, U.S. etc., have 
identified the distinguish- 
able character of Holocaust 
crimes, and cautioned 
against tri vialization or 
distortion of the racist 
mass murder, i.e. if every- 
thing is a holocaust, noth- 
ing is a Holocaust. This 
is not, of course, to triv- 
ialize or distort other 
instances of international 
criminality. it is only to 
recognize the legacy of the 
Holocaust and the Nuremberg 
precedent for what it is — 
a call to all members of 
the international community 
to bring Nazi war criminals 
to justice and to answer 
for their crimes. 



^ fl»r 
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CLARIFYING A MOOT POINT 



by Brigitte Catellier 

On Wednesday, October 
30th, the Junior Moot Court 
Board met with first-year 
students and announced the 
cancellation of voluntary 
moots this year. One week 
later, on Wednesday, Novem- 
ber 6th, the Chairman of 
the MCB met with first year 
students and announced that 
voluntary moots will be 
held in January. The pur- 
pose of this article is to 
clarify the misunderstand- 
ing that occurred between 
the MCB and first year stu- 
dents, and to give informa- 
tion on the facts surround- 
ing the two decisions based 
on the views expressed by 
the Chairman of the MCB, 
members of the Junior MCB 
and the presidents of BCL I 
and LLB I. 

The MCB includes eight 
junior members and eight 
senior members, one of whom 
is the Chairman of the 
Board. Their advisor is 
Prof. D. Stevens. At the 
beginning of every fall 
semester, eight junior 
members are elected and 
they become senior members 
the following year. These 
junior members organize 
first year moots. 

This year, the election 
of the eight junior members 
took place rather late in 
the semester. This is due 
to the fact that Prof. 
Stevens had decided to un- 
dertake major reforms in 
the mooting process. The 
purpose of these reforms is 
to correct problems which 
have surfaced year after 
year. Their aim is to al- 
leviate tension, establish 
uniform format and include 
an instructional component 
in the program. 

A decision pertaining to 
voluntary moots is normally 
made by the Junior MCB. 
The decision to cancel vol- 
untary moots was made by 
Prof. Stevens and the 



Chairman of the MCB, Andrew 
Foti, who were faced with 
junior members who were 
eager to work on reform but 
who viewed voluntaries as 
being in the way at this 
point. 

The major problems which 
followed the first meeting 
were due both to the con- 
tent of that decision and, 
to a greater extent, to the 
handling of that decision 
by the Junior MCB. Accor- 
ding to Maria Battaglia, 
president of BCL I, most 
first year students who had 
attended that first meeting 
did not clearly understand 
what was going on. As a 
matter of fact, there had 
been a misunderstanding. 
What were the reasons for 
this? First of all, no 
senior members were present 
at the meeting. When asked 
why he did not attend, 
Andrew Foti responded that 
he was attending a meeting 
concerning Advanced Moots. 
He also acknowledged that 
the junior members lacked 
background information and 
did not have all the reform 
ideas at hand. In other 
words, the junior members 
announced that voluntary 
moots were cancelled, 
though they had not made 
the decision and they 
lacked sufficient informa- 
tion to accurately repre- 
sent the new position to 
first year students. This 
was acknowledged by both 
class presidents who stated 
that some first year stu- 
dents believed something 
was being taken away from 
them, and they had not 
properly understood that 
they were also being given 
something. In fact, first 
year students did not know 
exactly what voluntary 
moots were. 

The key issue however is 
not so much the fact that 
voluntary moots were being 
cancelled but rather that 
first year students did not 
have any say in the deci- 



sion. During the meeting, 
they were told that they 
were not represented on the 
MCB because they do not 
know anything about tl e 
mooting process. It is to 
be noted that there were 
two reactions to this argu- 
ment. Some students objec- 
ted to this as being un- 
fair. Their main argument 
is that the MCB does not 
take their opinions into 
consideration. This will 
be discussed further. 
Other students agree and 
state that they do not have 
a say in many other deci- 
sions in the faculty and 
the purpose of these com- 
mittees is to delegate 
decision-making to those 
people who have the requir- 
ed knowledge to do so. 

Something must be said 
also as to the reasons for 
cancelling voluntary moots. 
The Junior MCB stated two 
reasons. First of all, as 
explained by Andrew Foti, 
who has been watching the 
program for three years and 
actively involved in it for 
two years, it is almost im- 
possible to change the pro- 
gram while administering 
it. Hence, the junior mem- 
bers could not both prepare 
the voluntary moots and 
work on the reforms. Sec- 
ondly, the MCB took into 
consideration the fact that 
first year students had a 
number of assignments and 
mid-term examinations to 
prepare. In view of this 
argument it should be noted 
that the task of a junior 
member includes neither 
voluntary moots nor reform 
proposals. They are only 
obliged to prepare first 
year moots. Reform is a 
major task for them; it is 
a task which will solely 
benefit the first year stu- 
dents. They are working 
for first year students, 
not against them. 
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ARMS RACE IN OUTER SPACE 



by Joani Tanneritaum 

The closing conference 
of the symposium on "An 
Arms Race in Outer Space: 
Could Treaties Prevent 
It?", was held in McGill's 
Moot Court, October 31 — 
November 1 . The conference 
considered the form such a 
treaty would take were it 
ever to materialize. The 
six panelists, Dr. He Quzhi 
(People's Republic of 
China); Dr. A Kozyrev 
(U.S.S.R. ); Mr. Kent Stans- 
berry (U.S.A. ); General 
Pierre H. Gallois (France); 
and Prof. Dr. Karl-Heinz 
Bockstiegel, were not in 
complete agreement as to 
whether the treaty should 
be bilateral (i.e. between 
the United States and the 
Soviet Union), or multilat- 
eral. They did however ar- 



rive at a consensus: if a 
treaty that had as its goal 
the prevention of an outer 
space arms race were to 
succeed, it would have to 
meet two conditions. 

First, it is imperative 
that an effective means of 
verification be provided 
for, in order to ensure 
that participatory states 
were abiding by the conven- 
tion. Measures such as 
spontaneous on-site inspec- 
tions would act as a deter- 
rent to non-compliance. 
Second, the drafting of the 
treaty would need to be 
extremely precise. In a 
matter that affects all of 
humanity, there is precious 
little room for ambiguity. 

While it was held that a 
ban on all weapons is pre- 



ferable, it was recognized 
that this goal is not only 
idealistic, but highly un- 
realistic. A progressive 
approach would be to elim- 
inate the more dangerous 
weapons that most contri- 
bute to instability, for 
example offensive weapons 
such as the large, land- 
based ICBM's. 



It was also recognized 
that treaties in themselves 
could not prevent an arms 
race, but are a step to- 
wards the fruition of this 
goal. In a concluding re- 
mark, Prof. Bockstiegel 
noted, "Modest steps 

achieved are better than 
large steps envisaged and 
failed." 



Moot Point 
Cont'd from p. 5 

A prompt recovery of the 
situation was initiated by 
Sheryl Miller and Gary Pol- 
achek, members of the 
junior MCB, who called a 
meeting which took place 
the next day. By majority 
vote, voluntary moots were 
scheduled for January. 
This was the result of the 
strong dissatisfaction of 
the members of the Board 
with the decision to cancel 
the moots. They agreed to 
have some junior members 
work on the voluntary moots 
while the others work on 
reform. It is to be noted 
that the first decision 
still stands: there will be 
no voluntary moots this 
semester. The reasons for 
that decision remain. The 
reason behind the second 
decision was the opinion of 
the majority of the members 



that voluntary moots 
should take place. This 
was confirmed by the opin- 
ions of first year students 
who, according to David 
Morley, president of LLB I, 
feel there is a great deal 
to be gained by voluntary 
moots. As stated by Andrew 
Foti, "The MCB does value 
the opinions of first year 
students. It considers 

their opinions very much 
and the second decision is 
a testimony of that fact. 
Furthermore, the MCB plans 
to consult first year stu- 
dents as to reform initia- 
tives for which proposals 
are just beginning to be 
drafted. 

The second meeting re- 
viewed the misunderstanding 
and explained the rationale 
for the decision. Andrew 
Foti apologized to first 
year students for the in- 
convenience and announced 



the decision of the MCB to 
hold moots in January. The 
problems will be distribu- 
ted in the upcoming weeks 
and the oral pleadings will 
take place in the first 
week of the second semes- 
ter. Last year, students 
had a week-end to prepare 
for the voluntaries, where- 
as this year that period 
was greatly extended. 
Moreover, the problems con- 
cern solely materials in 
the casebooks, which will 
be covered by students in 
studying for their exams. 



It is beyond doubt tnat 
the first meeting did not 
take place in an ideal man- 
ner. It must however be 
acknowledged that this was 
corrected without delay. 
The last word goes to Elias 
Benhamoul who concluded 
that any harm done has been 
undone. 
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QUOTES OF 



In reference to a re- 
knowned commercial-corpor- 
ate lawyer, it was said: 
"...the man is a bit idio- 
syncratic, but then who am 
I to say...". 

Prof, S. A. Scott 
Banking 
Nov. 1 , 1 985 



THE WEEK 



"In an ideal world, the 
exam is just one little 
stop on the road to your 
destination. .. like Platts- 
burgh on the road to New 
York. " 

Prof. Mass 
Security on Immoveables 
Nov. 6 , 1985 



Hie Canadian Institute 
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An Encouraging Thought 

by Vicki Sterling and 

and Giuliana Pendenza 

For those of you who are 
busy with activities and 
adventures outside the fac- 
ulty and perhaps starting 
to feel guilty about having 
neglected your school work, 
allow us to put your con- 
science at ease. 

According to W. Scott, 
"a lawyer without history 
or literature is a mechan- 
ic; with some knowledge of 
these... an architect." 

If this was true in 
1906, when it was written, 
then surely almost eighty 
years later it still ap- 
plies. Now, aren't you 
glad that you have an un- 
dergraduate degree? 



Yearbook 

This year the Old McGill 
Yearbook will have a sec- 
tion devoted to student 
clubs and organizations. 
If you are interested in 
having your group represen- 
ted, you must submit your 
information (approximately 
3/4 to 1 1/2 typed pages) 

to room 406—407 at the 
Student Union Building 
(3480 McTavish ) by Dec. 2, 
1985 or drop it off at the 
Student Society desk. 

information reques— 
ted is the following: 



SCHOLARSHIPS 

Full scholarships for 
Graduate Studies in Law at 
Cambridge University are 
being offered for the 
1986/87 academic year. 
These scholarships will be 
awarded to outstanding stu- 
dents registered in the 
1985/86 Bar Admission 
Courses, in their articling 
year, or who will be gradu- 
ating in law from a Cana- 
dian University in 1986. 

Each scholarship is for 
one year and will cover 
tuition fees at Cambridge, 
a monthly contribution 
towards living costs, as 
well as travel allowance 
for air transportation from 
residence in Canada and 
return. 



Applications with photo- 
graph of applicant must be 
received by December 15, 
1985. 

(There is no formal appli- 
cation form. ) 



Applicants must apply in 
writing to: 

Boris Krivy, Esq., Q.C. 
Scholarship Secretary 
Canadian Institute for 
Advanced Legal Studies 
Osgoode Hall 
Toronto, Ontario 
M5H 2N5 
(416-965-0417) 



Detailed information has 
been posted on bulletin 
boards and in the placement 
office. 



1 ) How your group benefits 
McGill students 

2) The activities/events 
you have planned 

3) A black and white photo- 
graph of your group and 
group events 

4) A list of members 

5) Any message you may have 
for your group or McGill 
University. 

If your group plans 
major events later on in 
the year which you wish to 
illustrate, you may make 
special arrangements by 
phoning 392-8990 by Novem- 
ber 15, 1985. 



On Thursday, October 
31st, somebody hit a beige 
car (Horizon) which was in 
the parking lot of the main 
entrance of the Faculty of 
Law, at 3644 Peel St. The 
person who hit the car left 
a note containing a false 
name and phone number. It 
is very probable that one 
or more persons saw the 
collision and I would very 
much appreciate any 
information those persons 
could give me. Please 
leave information at SAO, 
in the students' mailbox 
under "N". 

Thank you, 
Nathalie 



